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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-cstablishmttit of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and indiisfriat applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43i>/^ 1(a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
apphcabiiity; citations and explanations supporting such statement. 

Certain documents cited ^ . ^ 

Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the intenuitionai application 



1 FtJRTHER ACTION 

If a <{emand for imcmationfll prclimmaiy cxftimtmlion » made, this opinion vnW be considered to be a writien (pinion of the lotcmational Ptelixninary 
hjcamining Auihoriiy ("IPEA*') cxcepi (hat this docs not a|^ly whcro the ai^licani chooses an Auihorhy other than this orte.to bcihe IPEA and Ihc chosen IPEA 
lias notified the Inlentatioaal Bwim under Rule 66,16i3(b) that viritteo opinions of this listemational Searching'AuUtority will not be so considered 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, tiic appticanl is bvhedlo submit to Uie tPEA a wrinen reply togiether, 
where appit^aie, vkith amendments^ before the expiration of 3 ntomhs from the date of mailing of Form PCT/TSA/220 or txefore the expiration of 22 months 
iinotutlte prioril>' date, \xhiohev«r expires later. 

l*or Anther options, soe Form PCT/l$A/220. 

X For flirtJicr details, see Dotcs to Fonn PCT/ISA/220. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 

Basis of tlm opinion 



IntemBtiotial application No. 
PCT/1B2004/0526B5 



1 . WiUi regard to the language, tlus opinion has been estabUslied on the basis of the international application in the 
language which it was filed^ unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

1 ] This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation ftom the original language into the following language 

^xvhich is Uie ianguageof a translation famished for the purposes of inlematiooal search 

(tttMfcx Rules 12.3 and 23. 1(b)). 

2. With regard (o am' nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international appticaiion andneoessacy to the 
claimed inventioiC tins opinion has been established on die basis of : 

a. t>pe of material 

{ 1 a sequence listing 
( 1 table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 

{ ] in written format 
f 1 in computer readable fonn 
. c. time of filing/furnishing 

I ] contained in die international application as filed. 
I I filed logctiier with the international application in computer readable form. 

I I furnished subsequentiy to this Autiiority for the purposes of scardi. 

3 [ 1 In addition, in the case diat more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating tiicteto has been filed or 

iumished, the icquired statcancnt that the infomiaUon in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that m the apphcauon as 
filed or does not go b^ond the qjplication as filed, as ^propriatc. were furnished 

4. Additional comments : 

Disclosure: pages 1 - 32. as originally filed 

Claims: 1 to 38, as originally Qied. 

Drawings: i A3 to 1 3/1 3, as originally filed. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 

INTEEtNATIONfVt $BARC3nN6 AUIHOJEtny 



faternational application No. 
PCT/IB2004/052685 



Boi Ng m Won-establishmept of oplaion witb regard to novelty, inventive step and todo$trial appUcabiKty 

Tlie questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to invoh'e an inventive step (to be non-obvious), or to be 
:industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of : 

^ ^ (he entire international application 

< X 1 claim J8 



because: 



fX] the said intemalionai application, or the said claim Nos. 32. 



i^ne to dw raUowmgMbi«ct mtttff whkhU^ 

For claim 38, no unified criteria exists under PCT for assessing tiie industrial applicability of an electrical signal 



( ] ihe^ciedjpmdAimi or drawings ^iK^ 
nic so imcktf th«t no tneantng&l opmion 



C J thedaims,orsaidclairaNos. »^^i««kq«aidy«^ 

by the description that no mcaaing&i opinion could be formed. 

f 5 no international search report has been established for said claim Nos, 

^ ^ the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the 
Administrative Instructions m that : 



the written form 



1 1 has not been Aimished 

f 1 does not comply with the standard 



the computer readable form 1 ' has not been furnished 

1 1 does not comply witli the standard 

^ ^ the tables related to the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence listing, if in computer readable form only, do not 
comply with tlie technical requirements provided for in Annex C-bis of the Administrative Instructions, 

I ^ See Supplemental Box for further details^ _______ _____ 
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PCT/IB2004/0526S5 



Box No. V 



Reasoned statement under Rule 43ifca(a)(I) with regard to novelty, Imisntive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



I. Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Claims 1 to 38 



Claims Hone 



Inventive step (IS) 



Claims 1 to 38 



Claims None 



Industrial applicabilily (lA) Claims JJoi? 



Claims None 



.YES 

NO 
.YES 

NO 
.YES 

NO 



2. Citations aud explanations : 

Refenaice is made to the following documents in the Iht«matiofnal Semh Report: 

D1=US 6,469,933 [Nunally, P. (\1 December 2002)1 
D2«US 2001/00024SS [Bisbee, S <^ al. (31 May 2001)] 



Dl discloses creating a digital object (mark) that may be c^^nded, added or placed m a document to identify, authenticate or validate the 
document (Abstract, col. I , line 43 to col 2. line 5). The mark is placed on ia' in fte document apart ftom the document's utfonnation. 
Any document A\ithout the mark will be presumed to be unidentifiable, inauthentic or invjOid, The mark is derived by scrambKng private 
iufoimation witli the information in the documoit using a linear feedback shift regist^ (col.24ines 8-25) to create a '1>laze". The digitized 
prvate infommtion may be a private character, graphic, unagc. document, code or image of a signamre (col 3, lines 34^5) that may be 
caaypted (col. 6, lines 22-25). A pmcess of correlating image and mark (blaze) data determines Uie authenticity and provenance of die 
document or mark (col. 6,ltne 62 to col. 7Jine 29). 

D2 discloses a system and method for electronic transmission, storage and tctrieva! ^authenticated electronic original documents 
including providuig a verifiable chain of evidence and security. D2 describes a method of handling stored electronic original objects that 
have been created by signing intbimation objects by respective transfer agents, submitting the signed information objects to a trusted 
custodial nlility (TCUX validating the signed informadon objects by testing their integri^' and the validity of the signature of the respective 
tiansfcr agcut.and applying a datc-tinac stamp, a digital signature and authentication certificate of die TCU to each validated information 
object (Abstract. [0028]), m also describes a Document Authentication System (DAS) v^ereby^ 

information objects w electronic documents and other infoimation objects are ensured by using an asymmetric cryptographic system to 
ensure tliai a party originating an inlbnnation object is electronically id<aitifiable ({0029J to [00401, Fig. I, [0060] to [0086]). 

The following observation is made: 

Claims 1 to 38 defmc a method and a remotely accessible computer system whereby a user/client can authenticate a document by 
fctrieviiig and displaying imago data including vcrificadon infonnadon corresponding to the provenaiu^e an electronic version of an ori^nal 
document The doaancnt image and verification data are stored in mcmoiy at a repository accessible over Ous Ihicmct such dial clients can 
display both (he document images with it's associated provenance for verification. Neiduar users/clients nor the owners of the original 
document(s) can modify the associated image data and verification information. 

Claims I- 38 are considered novel, having an inventive stq) and being industrially applicable and meet the aiteria set out in PCT Article 
33(2> 33(4), because die prior art (01 or D2) does not teach or &irly suggest alone or in combination^ a method of authendcating a 
document by retrieving and displaying document image data including verification information correspoiiding to the provenance of at least 
part of die original document. Documral image data and verification information are stored in memory at a rq)Ository accessible over die 
Internet such that clients can display both die document huagcs with it*s associated provenance for vcrificauoa Neidicr useis/clicnts nor 
the owners of the original document can modify the associated image data and verification hiformadoa This is considered a new, 
inventive and useful method and system authendcating or validating documents. 

Subject Matter 

The subject mutter in claim 38 pertains to an **e1cctrical signal*', v^ch may be considered excluded subject matter in certain jurisdictions 
(Rule 67.1(vi}). No unified criteria exists in the PCT for assessing the industrial applicability of this claim. Claims 1<37 arc considered 
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Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on Uie question whelber (he claims are 
fully supported by the description, are made : 

Claims 6, 7, 10-12 and 14^1 & are dq)endent claims which refer to *'any preceding claim" or maltiple claims (as in claim 6) and hence do 
not meet the requiiements of PCT Article 6 since they aie not clear and precise. Dependent claims should reference other depoKlent or 
independent claims by number or should include the expression **accordihg to any one of' before the numbered claims (see claims 29 to 
36). 

Reference to the cleraenls of Figure 3 should be included in the Description as per PCT Rule $(i v). , 
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